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P.M. McGuigan, M.D.
4102 Carriage Hills Drive
Rapid City, South Dakota 57702

Dear Dr. McGuigan:

This is in reply to your letter to President Clinton regarding the Notice of
Proposed Rule Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235, 57 FR 54034 (1992). This
Notice proposes comprehensive changes to the IS on's Rules governing the
private land mobile radio services operating in th frequency bands below 512
MHz.

You are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes on radio control
(RiC) ho~y users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning our proposals for
the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no adverse impact on R!C
operations because of any proposal contained in the Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land mobile
radio spectrum and RiC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your concerns into
account when we develop final rules in this proceeding. As indicated in the
Notice, we remain convinced that without significant regulatory change in radio
operations in the bands below 512 MHz, "the quality of communications in the
private land mobile radio services will continue to deteriorate to the point of
endangering public safety and the national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest. Your letter will be included in the
record of the proceeding. We expect final rules to be issued in 1994.

Sincerely,

IS(
Joseph A. Levin
Chief, Policy & Planning Branch
Private Radio Bureau

Enclosure

Copy to: The President
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Correspondence# 539503
Federal Communications Commission

April 14, 1993

P. M. McGuigan, M.D.
4102 Carriage Hills Drive
Rapid City, South Dakota 57702

Dear Dr. McGuigan:

Thank you so much for your letter. President Clinton greatly
appreciates the trust and confidence you have expressed in him by
writing.

To give your concerns the special attention they deserve, the
President has asked me to forward your letter to the Federal
Communications Commission. I have asked them to provide you with
a prompt reply, but please bear in mind that it may take several
weeks to look thoroughly into the concerns you have raised.
Should you have any questions after reviewing their response to
you, you may write: Federal Communications Commission, 1919 M
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20554.

Many thanks for your patience.

Sincerely,
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April 16, 1993

UPDATE UPDATE

FROM:

SUBJECT:

TO:

Lou Sizemore
Office of Legislative Affairs

White House Correspondence

Bureaus/Offices

The White House forwards to the FCC constituent correspondence
for the FCC to prepare the response. The White House
instructions on handling the correspondence is: return the
original incoming letter with a copy of the response to the White
House. When responding to any correspondence forwarded to the
FCC from the White House, the following is the correct address to
use when returning the response.

Ms. Jennifer McCarthy
Director
Office of Aqency Liaison
Room 91
Old Ezecutive Office Building
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500



January 25, 1993

P.M.McGuigan, M.D.
4102 Carriage Hills Drive
Rapid City, SD 57702
(605) 348-6676

President William Clinton
The White House
Washington, DC

Dear Mr. President:

I was the Chief of General Surgery on the USS REPOSE in Vietnam during the Tet
offensives of 1968 and 1969. After a 15year career in the Medical Corps of the U.S. Navy I
resigned and entered private practice here in Rapid City. Following 18 years of busy and
successful practice here I retired on 30 June 1991. Hoping to reap the fruits of my many
years of labor, my lifelong avocation of building and flying radio-controlled airplanes has
become my primary pastime; one which I share with several hundred thousand modelers
across the country. In addition to being an active member of our local flying club I am the
manager of The Gold Squadron Air Show Team, the only show team officially sanctioned
by The Academy of Model Aeronautics in either of the Dakotas. On many occasions
throughout the year our club, and the Air Show Team, fly demonstrations for crowds of
spectators numbering from the hundreds to the thousands. Needless to say, solid control of
our aircraft via the radio link is essential at all times, but especially during such public
demonstrations.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications CoIDJDissiQn (FCC). The roceedin is PR D If
.ad2pted, the new rules will greatly redl!ce the usa ilityof.!te~! ~rren.tl,y aslUm~iQ.f

model use and in.crease the risk of accidents and attendant iiabllity for controlling modei
aIrpfanes:···-~=--

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used
for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this
band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interfering with the other. This occurred by means of a
carefully planned phase-in of new frequencies with narrower spacing between frequencies
resulting from an exhaustive effort by the Academy of Model Aeronautics, the FCC, and
the manufacturers of our radio equipment over the period of 1982 to 1991. Modelers
across the country have extensively and expensively updated and replaced previous
equipment to operate in this new environment. The current receivers represent the latest



in electronic development and are as narrow-banded in their signal receptivity as is
attainable by modern technology.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure
the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our
safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC,
the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly
decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet or more,
weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds, and are capable of actual speeds in excess of 150 mph.
The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the
operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement
of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think: it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think: we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models
and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry ou~ its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

P.M.McGuigan,
I
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